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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed 1/18/06. Claims 1-37 
are currently pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-2, 8-9, 18, 24-25, and 35-36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 states, "...determining a layer 2 multicast channel from a layer 3 
multicast channel." It is not clear from the claims or the specification what is meant by 
this. The specification describes using a layer 3 multicast address to create a layer 2 
multicast address; however, an address is not the same as a channel. For the 
purposes of examination, it is assumed that "determining a layer 2 multicast channel 
from a layer 3 multicast channel" mean determining a layer 2 multicast address from a 
layer 3 multicast address. It is recommended that claim 1 be amended to more clear 
claim the subject matter disclosed in the specification. Claims 7, 13, 21, 28, and 34 
contain similar language an also need to be amended. 
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Claim 2 states, "...wherein the layer 2 multicast channel is an Ethernet MAC 
address and the layer 3 multicast channel is an IP address." Addresses may be used 
as an identifier for a channel, but addresses are not channels. It is recommended that 
the claim be amended to state, "...wherein the layer 2 multicast channel is identified by 
an Ethernet MAC address and the layer 3 multicast channel is identified by an IP 
address." Claims 8-9, 18, 24-25, and 35-36 all contain limitations similar to the 
limitations of claim 2 and should be amended accordingly. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 -1 0, and 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walton et al. "Practical Multicasting on a Nonbroadcast Subnetwork" 
in view of Araujo et al. (U.S. Pat. 61 18785) and in further view of Owens et al. (U.S. Pat. 
6977906). 

With respect to claim 1, Walton et al. discloses a computer implemented 
method (See the abstract and section 5.3 of Walton et al. for reference to a 



Application/Control Number: 10/035,506 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2616 

computer implemented method of extending a layer 2 point-to-point protocol to 
allow multicast communications). Walton et al. also discloses determining a layer 2 
multicast channel from a layer 3 multicast channel and transmitting multicast traffic for 
the layer 2 multicast channel to a client (See sections 4.1 and 5.1 of Walton et al. for 
reference to using an IP multicast address, which is a layer 3 address, to 
determine a Myrinet multicast cycle number, which is a layer 2 address, and 
using this address to transmit multicast data to a host, which is a client). Walton 
et al. does not specifically disclose determining a client to be multicast capable. 

With respect to claim 1 , Araujo et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
determining a client to be multicast capable (See column 15 lines 3-13 of Araujo et al. 
for reference to determining that a point-to-point protocol client is multicast 
capable by receiving IGMP and RSVP frames requesting a multicast session from 
an end station). Determining a client to be multicast capable has the advantage of 
allowing multicast capable clients to be recognized such that they are allowed to join 
multicast data sessions, which reduce the amount of messages that need to be sent 
through the network. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Araujo et al., to combine determining a client 
to be multicast capable, as suggested by Araujo et al., with the system and method of 
Walton et al., with the motivation being to allow multicast capable clients to be 
recognized such that they are allowed to join multicast data session, which reduce the 
amount of messages that need to be sent through the network. 
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With respect to claim 1, although Walton et al. does disclose using Myrinet, 
which is a layer 2 protocol, and although Araujo et al. does discloses using point-to- 
point protocol, the combination of Walton et al. and Araujo et al. does not disclose using 
point-to-point over Ethernet protocol. 

With respect to claim 3, although Araujo et al. does disclose sending session 
request including tags indicating multicast session request (See column 15 lines 3-13 
of Araujo et al.), the combination of Walton et al. and Araujo et al. does not disclose 
receiving a session request message including a tag indicating a PPPoE multicast 
capabilities. 

With respect to claims 1 and 3, Owens et al., in the field of communications, 
discloses using point-to-point over Ethernet protocol and sending session request 
messages including a tag indication capabilities (See column 8 line 61 to column 9 
line 36 of Owens et al. for reference to using PPPoE, and for reference to sending 
PADR session request messages including tags indicating capabilities and 
session types). Using PPPoE has the advantage of providing a simple protocol that 
allows for the multiplexing of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Owens et al., to combine using PPPoE, as 
suggested by Owens et al., with the system and method of Walton et al. and Araujo et 
al., with the motivation being to provide a simple protocol that allows for the multiplexing 
of many network singles into a single tunnel. 
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With respect to claim 2, Walton et al. discloses that the layer 2 address is a 
MAC address and the layer 3 address is an IP address (See section 5.1 of Walton et 
al. for reference to determining a Myrinet cycle number, which is a layer 2 MAC 
address, from an IP address). 

With respect to claim 4, Walton et al. discloses that the traffic identifies a 
multicast session identifier a layer 2 multicast channel (See section 5.1 of Walton et 
al. for reference to using distinct multicast cycle numbers to identify a multicast 
session as well as a layer 2 multicast channel). 

With respect to claim 5, Walton et al. discloses listening for multicast traffic on 
the layer 2 multicast channel (See section 5.4 of Walton et al. for reference to 
listening for multicast traffic). 

With respect to claim 6, Walton et al. discloses decapsulating multicast traffic if 
the client is listening on the multicast traffic channel (See sections 4.1-5.1 and 5.4 of 
Walton et al. for reference setting up multicast session and processing data in the 
multicast session which inherently must include decapsulating multicast traffic 
that is received such that it may be processed for routing). 

With respect to claim 7, Walton et al. discloses a computer implement method 
(See the abstract and section 5.3 of Walton et al. for reference to a computer 
implemented method of extending a layer 2 point-to-point protocol to allow 
multicast communications). Walton et al. also discloses translating a layer 3 
multicast channel to a layer 2 multicast channel, receiving a packet, encapsulating the 
packet indicating the layer 2 multicast channel in the encapsulation, and transmitting the 
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encapsulated packet (See sections 4.1 and 5.1 of Walton et al. for reference to 
receiving packets that are then encapsulated by translating an IP multicast 
address, which is a layer 3 address, into a Myrinet multicast cycle number, which 
is a layer 2 address, and using the multicast cycle number as the address in the 
encapsulation to transmit the packet). Walton et al. does not specifically disclose 
indicating a PPP multicast session identifier in the encapsulation. 

With respect to claim 7, Araujo et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
indicating a PPP multicast session identifier (See column 15 lines 3-13 of Araujo et al. 
for reference to indicating a point-to-point protocol multicast session identifier by 
sending IGMP and RSVP frames requesting a multicast session from an end 
station). Indicating a PPP multicast session identifier has the advantage of allowing 
multicast sessions to be set up such that they reduce the amount of messages that 
need to be sent through the network. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Araujo et al., to combine indicating a PPP 
multicast session identifier, as suggested by Araujo et al., with the system and method 
of Walton et al,, with the motivation being to allow multicast sessions to be set up such 
that they reduce the amount of messages that need to be sent through the network. 

With respect to claim 7, although Walton et al. does disclose using Myrinet, 
which is a layer 2 protocol, and although Araujo et al. does discloses using point-to- 
point protocol, the combination of Walton et al. and Araujo et al. does not disclose using 
point-to-point over Ethernet protocol. 
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With respect to claim 7, Owens et al., in the field of communications, discloses . 
using point-to-point over Ethernet protocol and sending session request messages 
including a tag indication capabilities (See column 8 line 61 to column 9 line 36 of 
Owens et al. for reference to using PPPoE, and for reference to sending PADR 
session request messages including tags indicating capabilities and session 
types). Using PPPoE has the advantage of providing a simple protocol that allows for 
the multiplexing of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Owens et al., to combine using PPPoE, as 
suggested by Owens et al., with the system and method of Walton et al. and Araujo et 
al., with the motivation being to provide a simple protocol that allows for the multiplexing 
of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

With respect to claims 8 and 9, Walton et al. discloses that the layer 2 address 
is a MAC address and the layer 3 address is an IP address (See section 5.1 of Walton 
et al. for reference to determining a Myrinet cycle number, which is a layer 2 MAC 
address, from an IP address). 

With respect to claim 10, Walton et al. discloses that the session identifier is a 
reserved session identifier (See section 5.1 of Walton et al. for reference to the 
cycles numbers 0-255 being cycle numbers that are reserved for multicast). 

With respect to claim 34, Walton et al. discloses a machine-readable medium 
that provides instructions, which when executed by a set of one or more processors, 
cause the processors to perform operations (See the abstract and section 5.3 of 
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Walton et al. for reference to a computer software implemented method of 
extending a layer 2 point-to-point protocol to allow multicast communications). 

Walton et al. also discloses generating a layer 2 multicast address from a layer 3 
multicast address, receiving a multicast packet for the layer 3 multicast channel, 
encapsulating the packet indicating the layer 2 multicast channel and multicast session 
identifier, and transmitting the multicast packet (See sections 4.1 and 5.1 of Walton et 
al. for reference to receiving packets that are then encapsulated by translating an 
IP multicast address, which is a layer 3 address, into a Myrinet multicast cycle 
number, which is a layer 2 address, and using the multicast cycle number as the 
address and session identifier in the encapsulation to transmit the packet). 
Walton et al. does not specifically disclose indicating a PPP multicast session identifier 
in the encapsulation. 

With respect to claim 34, Araujo et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
indicating a PPP multicast session identifier (See column 15 lines 3-13 of Araujo et al. 
for reference to indicating a point-to-point protocol multicast session identifier by 
sending IGMP and RSVP frames requesting a multicast session from an end 
station). Indicating a PPP multicast session identifier has the advantage of allowing 
multicast sessions to be set up such that they reduce the amount of messages that 
need to be sent through the network. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Araujo et al., to combine indicating a PPP 
multicast session identifier, as suggested by Araujo et al., with the system and method 



Application/Control Number: 10/035,506 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2616 

t 

of Walton et al., with the motivation being to allow multicast sessions to be set up such 
that they reduce the amount of messages that need to be sent through the network. 

With respect to claim 34, although Walton et al. does disclose using Myrinet, 
which is a layer 2 protocol, and although Araujo et al. does discloses using point-to- 
point protocol, the combination of Walton et al. and Araujo et al. does not disclose using 
point-to-point over Ethernet protocol. 

With respect to claim 34, Owens et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
using point-to-point over Ethernet protocol and sending session request messages 
including a tag indication capabilities (See column 8 line 61 to column 9 line 36 of 
Owens et al. for reference to using PPPoE, and for reference to sending PADR 
session request messages including tags indicating capabilities and session 
types). Using PPPoE has the advantage of providing a simple protocol that allows for 
the multiplexing of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Owens et al., to combine using PPPoE, as 
suggested by Owens et al., with the system and method of Walton et al. and Araujo et 
al., with the motivation being to provide a simple protocol that allows for the multiplexing 
of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

With respect to claims 35 and 36, Walton et al. discloses that the layer 2 
address is a MAC address and the layer 3 address is an IP address (See section 5.1 of 
Walton et al. for reference to determining a Myrinet cycle number, which is a layer 
2 MAC address, from an IP address). 
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With respect to claim 37, Walton et al. discloses that the session identifier is a 
reserved session identifier (See section 5.1 of Walton et al. for reference to the 
cycles numbers 0-255 being cycle numbers that are reserved for multicast). 

6. Claims 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walton et al. in view of Araujo et al. and Owens et al. and in further view of Unitt et al. 
(U.S. Publication US 2004/0240466A1 ). 

With respect to claims 11-12, the combination of Walton et al., Araujo et al., 
and Owens et al. does not specifically disclose that the multicast packets are video 
packets and collaboration application packets. 

With respect to claims 11-12, Unitt et al., in the field of communications, 
discloses multicast Ethernet packets that are video packets and collaboration 
application packets (See page 3 paragraph 44 and page 5 paragraph 98 of Unitt et 
al. for reference to streaming video packets and for reference to streaming other 
types of multicast services including applications). Multicasting Ethernet packets 
that are video packets and collaboration application packets has the advantage of 
allowing multiple users to view the same video or work on the same application at the 
same time in real time. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Unitt et al., to combine multicasting Ethernet 
packets that are video packets and collaboration application packets, as suggested by 
Unitt et al., with the system and method of Walton et al., Araujo et al., and Owens et al., 
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with the motivation being to allow multiple users to view the same video or work on the 
same application at the same time in real time. 

7. Claims 13-16, 21, and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walton et al. in view of the Applicant's admitted prior art, Araujo et 
al., and Owens et al. 

With respect to claim 13, Walton et al. discloses a network element comprising 
a control engine to host a process and to translate a layer 3 multicast address to a layer 
2 multicast address (See the abstract and sections 5.1 and 5.3 of Walton et al. for 
reference a network element having software to translate an IP address, which is 
a layer 3 address to a Myri net cycle number, which is a layer 2 multicast address). 
Walton et al. also discloses receiving a multicast packet, encapsulating the multicast 
packet indicating the layer 2 multicast channel and session identifier in the 
encapsulation and transmitting the encapsulated packet (See sections 4.1 and 5.1 of 
Walton et a I. for reference to receiving packets that are then encapsulated by 
translating an IP multicast address, which is a layer 3 address, into a Myrinet 
multicast cycle number, which is a layer 2 address, and using the multicast cycle 
number as the address and session identifier in the encapsulation to transmit the 
packet). Walton et al. does not disclose receiving a packet with a delivery protocol and 
decapsulating the packet from the deliver protocol. 

With respect to claim 21, Walton et al. discloses a system comprising a network 
element to transmit notification of a multicast, translate the multicast's layer 3 address to 
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a layer 2 address, encapsulate traffic indicating a multicast session identifier and the 
layer 2 multicast channel (See sections 4.1 and 5.1 of Walton et al. for reference to 

receiving packets that are then encapsulated by translating an IP multicast 

i 

address, which is a layer 3 address, into a Myrinet multicast cycle number, which 
is a layer 2 address, and using the multicast cycle number as the address in the 
encapsulation to transmit the packet). Walton et al. also discloses decapsulating 
multicast traffic if the client is listening on the multicast traffic channel (See sections 
4.1-5.1 and 5.4 of Walton et al. for reference setting up multicast session and 
processing data in the multicast session which inherently must include 
decapsulating multicast traffic that is received such that it may be processed for 
routing). Walton et al. does not disclose further encapsulating traffic using a second 
delivery protocol and decapsulating traffic from the second deliver protocol upon 
reception. 

With respect to claim 27, Walton et al. discloses a bridge coupled with the 
network element to receiving multicast traffic (See section 5.3 of Walton et al. for 
reference to routers, which are bridges connected to the hosts). Walton et al. does 
not disclose encapsulating the traffic with a second delivery protocol and transmitting 
the further encapsulated traffic. 

With respect to claims 13, 21, and 27, the Applicant's admitted prior art 
discloses using a delivery protocol to encapsulate a packet and decapsulating the 
packet from the deliver protocol (See page 4 paragraph 9 of the Applicant's 
Background of the invention section for reference to using a delivery protocol). 
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Using a delivery protocol has the advantage of allowing the protocol of the core network 
to be different than the protocol of the edge networks such that traffic may be more 
quickly and efficiently routed through the core network. 

It would have been obvious for one or ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the Applicant's admitted prior art, to combine using a 
delivery protocol, as suggested by the Applicant's admitted prior art, with the system 
and method of Walton et al., with the motivation being to allow the protocol of the core 
network to be different than the protocol of the edge networks such that traffic may be 
more quickly and efficiently routed through the core network. 

With respect to claims 13 and 21, Walton et al. does not specifically disclose 
indicating a PPP multicast session identifier in the encapsulation. 

With respect to claims 13 and 21, Araujo et al., in the field of communications, 
discloses indicating a PPP multicast session identifier (See column 15 lines 3-13 of 
Araujo et al. for reference to indicating a point-to-point protocol multicast session 
identifier by sending IGMP and RSVP frames requesting a multicast session from 
an end station). Indicating a PPP multicast session identifier has the advantage of 
allowing multicast sessions to be set up such that they reduce the amount of messages 
that need to be sent through the network. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Araujo et al., to combine indicating a PPP 
multicast session identifier, as suggested by Araujo et al., with the system and method 
of Walton et al. and the Applicant's admitted prior are, with the motivation being to allow 
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multicast sessions to be set up such that they reduce the amount of messages that 
need to be sent through the network. 

With respect to claims 13 and 21, although Walton et al. does disclose using 
Myrinet, which is a layer 2 protocol, and although Araujo et al. does discloses using 
point-to-point protocol, the combination of Walton et al. and Araujo et al. does not 
disclose using point-to-point over Ethernet protocol. 

With respect to claims 13 and 21, Owens et al., in the field of communications, 
discloses using point-to-point over Ethernet protocol and sending session request 
messages including a tag indication capabilities (See column 8 line 61 to column 9 
line 36 of Owens et al. for reference to using PPPoE, and for reference to sending 
PADR session request messages including tags indicating capabilities and 
session types). Using PPPoE has the advantage of providing a simple protocol that 
allows for the multiplexing of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Owens et al., to combine using PPPoE, as 
suggested by Owens et al., with the system and method of Walton et al., the Applicant's 
admitted prior art, and Araujo et al., with the motivation being to provide a simple 
protocol that allows for the multiplexing of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

With respect to claims 14 and. 15, Walton et al. discloses that the control 
engine and forwarding engine comprise a set of one or more processors and a memory 
(See section 5.3 of Walton et al. for reference to the system being implementing 
using software stored in memory and executed by a processor). 
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With respect to claim 16, Walton et al. discloses using ATM as a delivery 
protocol (See section 5.3 of Walton et al. for reference to using ATM as a delivery 
protocol). 

With respect to claims 24 and 25, Walton et al. discloses that the layer 2 
address is a MAC address and the layer 3 address is an IP address (See section 5.1 of 
Walton et al. for reference to determining a Myrinet cycle number, which is a layer 
2 MAC address, from an IP address). 

With respect to claim 26, Walton et al. discloses that the session identifier is a 
reserved session identifier (See section 5.1 of Walton et al. for reference to the 
cycles numbers 0-255 being cycle numbers that are reserved for multicast). 

8. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walton et al. in view of Araujo et al. and Owens et al., and in further view of O'Dell et al. 

With respect to claim 17, Walton et al. discloses an apparatus comprising a 
module to indicate a layer 2 multicast channel, receiving multicast traffic, decapsulate 
the traffic, and a processor to process to traffic (See sections 4.1 and 5.1 of Walton et 
al. for reference to receiving packets that are then encapsulated by translating an 
IP multicast address, which is a layer 3 address, into a Myrinet multicast cycle 
number, which is a layer 2 address, and using the multicast cycle number as the 
address in the encapsulation to transmit the packet, which is decapsulated and 
process at the receiving end). Walton et al. does not specifically disclose indicating a 
PPP multicast session identifier in the encapsulation. 



Application/Control Number: 10/035,506 Page 17 

Art Unit: 261 6 

With respect to claim 17, Araujo et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
indicating a PPP multicast session identifier (See column 15 lines 3-13 of Araujo et al. 
for reference to indicating a point-to-point protocol multicast session identifier by 
sending IGMP and RSVP frames requesting a multicast session from an end 
station). Indicating a PPP multicast session identifier has the advantage of allowing 
multicast sessions to be set up such that they reduce the amount of messages that 
need to be sent through the network. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Araujo et al., to combine indicating a PPP 
multicast session identifier, as suggested by Araujo et al., with the system and method 
of Walton et al., with the motivation being to allow multicast sessions to be set up such 
that they reduce the amount of messages that need to be sent through the network. 

With respect to claim 17, although Walton et al. does disclose using Myrinet, 
which is a layer 2 protocol, and although Araujo et al. does discloses using point-to- 
point protocol, the combination of Walton et al. and Araujo et al. does not disclose using 
point-to-point over Ethernet protocol. 

With respect to claim 17, Owens et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
using point-to-point over Ethernet protocol and sending session request messages 
including a tag indication capabilities (See column 8 line 61 to column 9 line 36 of 
Owens et al. for reference to using PPPoE, and for reference to sending PADR 
session request messages including tags indicating capabilities and session 
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types). Using PPPoE has the advantage of providing a simple protocol that allows for 
the multiplexing of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Owens et al., to combine using PPPoE, as 
suggested by Owens et al., with the system and method of Walton et al. and Araujo et 
al., with the motivation being to provide a simple protocol that allows for the multiplexing 
of many network singles into a single tunnel. 

With respect to claim 17, Walton et al. does not disclose a network interface 

card. 

With respect to claim 17, O'Dell et al., in the field of communications, discloses 
an apparatus including a network interface card and a PPPoE module (See column 5 
lines 34-53 and column 6 lines 9-20 of O'Dell et al. for reference to using an 
Ethernet Network Interface Card and a PPPoE client software loaded on a 
processor). Using a network interface card and a PPPoE module has the advantage of 
allowing standard network interface cards to be used in the PPPoE multicasting system 
while providing the PPPoE multicasting functionality in separate software included in the 
PPPoE module. 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of O'Dell et al., to combine using a network 
interface card and a PPPoE module, as suggested by O'Dell et al., with the system and 
method of Walton et al., Araujo et al., and Owens et al., with the motivation being to 
allow standard network interface cards to be used in the PPPoE multicasting system 
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while providing the PPPoE multicasting functionality in separate software included in the 
PPPoE module. 

With respect to claim 18, Walton et al. discloses that the layer 2 address is a 
MAC address (See section 5.1 of Walton et al. for reference to determining a 
Myrinet cycle number, which is a layer 2 MAC address, from an IP address). 

9. Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walton et al. in view of Araujo et al., Owens et al., O'Dell et al., and in further view of 
Unitt et al. 

With respect to claims 19-20, the combination of Walton et al., Araujo et al., 
Owens et al., and O'Dell et al. does not specifically disclose the multicast packets are 
video packets, collaboration application packets, audio packets, and ticker data packets. 

With respect to claims 19-20, Unitt et al., in the field of communications, 
discloses multicast Ethernet packets that are video packets, collaboration application 
packets, audio packets, and ticker data packets (See page 3 paragraph 44 and page 5 
paragraph 98 of Unitt et al. for reference to streaming video packets and for 
reference to streaming other types of multicast services including applications, 
audio, and other types of streaming data). Multicasting Ethernet packets that are 
video packets, collaboration application packets, audio packets, and ticker data packets 
has the advantage of allowing multiple users to view the same data or work on the 
same application at the same time in real time. 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Unitt et al., to combine multicasting Ethernet 
packets that are video packets, collaboration application packets, audio packets, and 
ticker data packets, as suggested by Unitt et al., with the system and method of Walton 
et al., Araujo et al., Owens et al., and O'Dell et al., with the motivation being to allow 
multiple users to view the same data or work on the same application at the same time 
in real time. 

10. Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walton et al. in view of the Applicant's admitted prior art, Araujo et al., Owens et al., and 
in further view of Unitt et al. 

With respect to claims 22-23, the combination of Walton et al, the Applicant's 
admitted prior art, Araujo et al., and Owens et al. does not specifically disclose that the 
multicast packets are video packets and collaboration application packets. 

With respect to claims 22-23, Unitt et al., in the field of communications, 
discloses multicast Ethernet packets that are video packets and collaboration 
application packets (See page 3 paragraph 44 and page 5 paragraph 98 of Unitt et 
al. for reference to streaming video packets and for reference to streaming other 
types of multicast services including applications). Multicasting Ethernet packets 
that are video packets and collaboration application packets has the advantage of 
allowing multiple users to view the same video or work on the same application at the 
same time in real time. 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention, when presented with the work of Unitt et al., to combine multicasting Ethernet 
packets that are video packets and collaboration application packets, as suggested by 
Unitt et al., with the system and method of Walton et al, the Applicant's admitted prior 
art, Araujo et al., and Owens et al., with the motivation being to allow multiple users to 
view the same video or work on the same application at the same time in real time. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1 . Claims 28-33 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-37 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason E. Mattis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3154. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8AM-4:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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